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Memorandum Recording Natlonal Advisory Council actlons on
Reglonal Isech cal Pr'ogr'amb Applications . :

~ The attached memorandum replaces the mdlvmual memcs  (purp 1le sheets)
previousl y used for this purpose. It will also become pax art two of the

. minutes of the Council meeting at which the actlono wer~= taken.

Dei?alls of the recomandatlons and any specific condltlons relatlve to

---—r~T""the award are contained in tne blue sheets. In a few instances in which

{

i
e .

L

some further detail is required, the Grarits Reviex Branch is pr-enarln

and mll dlsw.bute s"loruly , addenda to the blue sneeus

_.Please bﬁar in mind that tnese ars the renﬂ'rwsﬂr’ﬂf ions of t"le Coun011
and have no administrative reductlons or r '"holds" apolied. Amounts
_eventuzlly awarded will be differenc in aimost al1 casas.
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D1V1sion of Regional Medlcal Proorams

FROM f’ Actinv Associate Director fbf Grant and R
Contract Pollcy, DRMP IR ‘_:;1_a}f~;%;.r:

SUBJECT : Recordlnc of the actions taken by the Natlonal Advisory Coan011 on CT
Reglonal Medical Programs aool}catlons con31dered by them at the meetlne

.on February 20 and 21, 1969 =

- . - . . ; . 3 ‘ - . R :"i‘" ‘ ; .--_.': ‘-. . . '..' ' "
'I;' Approval as reouested and as recommended and commented uoon by ‘
the Rev1ew Commlttee - R S It T

.

e .,—GREATER DEJAUARZ VALLuY

Operational = 01—$587 631 02—$619 73“ 03 $629 627 NOTE: The ’
©vu—r . Council requested that Sbaff be assured of the
‘budgeting details on project #4, and that the region
_ . . be uraed to arrive at a satls;actory cooperative
, T _ inter~reolonal arrancerent Nlth the New Jersey Revlonal
o e uMbdical Program. : - v
’ f | o Planning = Aoproval for extension Ol. the commitment f‘or' two additional
.. .._.... -..years, at the present annual level, to be avarded as the '
.. .-operational core. N B
T . . . s L LRl b HEP R ....'A.
t‘ . - P . Soe L. ;o - .-,--0 -
'“:_LOUISIANA St 5
. ..01-$u25 300; 02~$uoo 186 03 $412 181 -

Cmomva - _.‘f'i';f.ﬂ?i-fffft7"'-
01-$82,036; 02-$88,850 " s

1/ All amounts are direct costs only and, unless otnerw1se specvfled
refer to 12 montn periods.

The de31onatlona 01, 02, etc. ,'relate to the first, second, etc.,
budget periods of tne SuOJer a2oplication, not necessarily the budget

periods InlCh they will actually snnp1enent

) . I HELP ELIMINATE WASTE L " ¢ OST REDUCTION PROGARAM )



. "-{;;01;$50,ﬁ07; O2~$145,2073 63-$1UU,5?2

II. Approval "in part, as speciflcally recommended and commented upon -

-~ 01-$184,500; 02—$250 000; o3-$270 000

CL0-$49,135 y T

‘// = . : o P el .

Rt ARt ;
- T

01—$309 818~ (thls six month budoeu to be expandcd for g 1§:montn perlod)ﬁy

02~$659 ulu T e e.ee_//"“~" rETE

- NORTH CAROLINA —-——————"""""" - = .

e
AN

: MOUVTAIN STATES

T Ol—$256 537; 02-$247, 463, 03~ $272 301, Ob- $279 037, 05—$273 252

ILLINOIS . D S S o~

SUSQUEHANNA VALLEY

01-$129, 742
01-$231,175 (Nine months only)
01—$169 202; 02~$4M 014, 03—$H5 61“

"}- 2/69.11
- 72/69.2
-.2/69.3

itonn

by the Review Committee
ALABAMA

'2/69.1'
- 2/69.2

01-35256,683; 02—¢188 500
01-$542 369, 02-$424L,617

I

NOR(FH:E:\\I LT I FTYC_JA \T'\ \l"‘ . "~)~«\

'01r$728,727; 02-$705,727; 03-$700,727 )
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NORTHLANDS R S RS
01_$1 306 93u 02-$1 386 u29, o3—$1 3911 962 S

OHIO STATE
01—$157 890 02—$13u 258 03—$55 572

HAWAII

o (WﬁJUﬂldA . o . o .
01-$1, 204, 123 (Core for ten months only); 025$1,3on,159; 03-$839,205 ‘

\.

0l1- $30 000; O2—$30 OOO

- MISSOURL

"”‘2/69 1

2/69 2=

o

.

had

CENTRAL NE 'VW YOR&

~

01~$3 MOO 000 NOTE: Counc11 recommended the one year only;
— 7 with decision on subanuenu years to
be made following the site visit. -

01~$7ﬁ 532 02-$36 080 03-$36, 08&

.—‘_.. “\
; T

/69,1

2/69.2

COLORADO-VYCIING

n

01-$370,000 (of whlcn $60 000 is to be rbserved);‘02—$372,335;

03-$376,335
01-$178571%5 02—$15o 9575 03—$113 009

_A:7z’/)/ N C/fm/ /_L. Lcu/\“ )//

01-$l27 801; 02 $223 312 03 $242,520°

- KANSAS

2/69.1'and 2/69.2 = 01-3396,2303 02-$359,269; 03-$361,789; ol-5144,017
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TENNESSEE MID-UOUTH

N -t o . ¢« .. : L - - e
MAINE LT T T e e

;f” 0l~$M9 9003 02-$26 8815 03-$20,313

. METROPOLITAN, D. C. .
© 01-$752,504; 02-$737,604; 03-$739,445

* TRI-STATE -///' : o e

| 2/69.2

"0281

1~$1oo 832 02—$38 361; 03- $33 776

A\

01-$72,701 (for ten montns), 02—$69 308; O3—$72 326

2/69.1
01~$2OL 321 (for ten months)

non

| *oi—$37d,080; 02-3275,800; 03-$200,800

" FLORIDA

01-$163,500; 02-$163,900; 03—$163 900 _
Disapproved . . L.
Ol-$103 2725 02~ $163,272; 03~ $163 272 ' .
01-$73,172 (elgnu montns)

0232
0233
023l

notonn

First Operational = 01-$792,251; O2—$686 380 03~$690 879

Operational Supplement = Ol~$150 000; 02—$150 000; 03-$150,000. (The
—amount is approximate and Council delegates to staff, the setting
of an exact arount COmmltanu snould be for three years.)

. ~

CMISCONSIN e e

" 01-$500, eus, 02- $493 6013 03 $552 865 /_ ) P



' L;? III._ Return for rev! sion under the conditlons specifled by the o :?ffﬂf7‘
o  Review Commit > FE wE
i‘ﬁ'-.IV.' Deferral for further review and advise as specifled by the .
o - Review Committee o . T N
_ Ohio Valley ',
. South Carolina )

- VI Aoproval under conditions soecifled by the Coun01l

V{,~Diseppf6§§i.&;aer'Conditions specified by the Review Committee

N

“New Jersey
;glbany

California \2/69 1) = Council enoorsed the recownendatlons of the
Committee on all components of this application except #28 (A
Comprehensive Stroke Progrem). In this case they accepted the
recommendations of the site v151tors _ ,

. 01~$556 369; 02-$516,145; and 03-$547,655

L (2/69.2) = Endorsed Committee recommendatlon ($210 000 |
" per month until June 30, 1969) ‘with committed support for two
_ "~ additional years, in an amount to be set with the advice of 51t°
ORI visitors , .

Co (2/69 h) Endorsed Committee fecemmendatibn - Projeet 23 -
01~-$122,050; 02-$127,540; and 03-3123,955. Project 22 to be

..f;;§1;‘i~-returned for revision. S

Intermountaln (2/69 l) Deferral pendinv the development of a
policy governing pPOJeCtS of thls kind (see Council’minutes)

. (2/69.2 and 3) 01-$151, 260; L 02-$145, ﬂ5l O3—¢269 319,
Oq”$265:253



" Rochester = Tne éduhcil endorsed the recommendations of the Cormuttee
. except on project 13. In this case they recommended approval of
the project_in the reduced amount_recommended by the _site. visitors,’ s -

but that no addltlonal funds be added to the total award to the
_ region .

01~$253 0513 02-$18u 1615 03 $19o osu

 Western Pe*msylvanla The Council endorsed the general recorrmendatlons
————=—- -+ ~7-=-of the Review Committee mth the following spec1flc additions:

----(a) The amount to be awarded for interim support of the core
. (April 1 thru June 30, 1969) is to be based upon an annual
,,_-_level not in excess of the present level plus $100 000.

N e (b) The amount for continuation of core activities under the
P memes - e ——gnerational grant (July 1, 1969 et seo ) will be set by the
C ’ Council when it considers the entire operational apollcatlon
and has the findings of the 51te v131t

: Maryland The Council was unable to arrive at a recomendaw on because
.~ of the difference between the récommendations of the site visitors
‘k ‘ and the recommendations cf the Committee. Authority for final
- .————2ction vas delezated to a referee committee of three members. A
* total award cellmcr of $1,445,177 for projects was set. (NOTE: A
_ report of the f‘mdlncrs of the three member comm.ttee Wlll be the
"7 subject of a. subsequent memo. )
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